Introduction 1.1 What is nominalization (NMLZ)?
A process and products of that process: "Creation of constructions that are associated with a denotation comprised of entity concepts characterized in terms of a state-of-affairs in which the relevant concept has crucial relevance. [Nominalizations] are similar to nouns by virtue of their having an entity-concept denotation." (Shibatani 2010) This functional view of NMLZ would subsume constructions traditionally labeled as "headless relative clauses (Hl-RC)", "externally headed relative clauses (EH-RC)", "genitivization", "complementation", among others.
(1) Hl-RC in Qiang (LaPolla & Huang 2003: 224) (2) EH-RC in Qiang (LaPolla & Huang 2003: 226) (3) Genitivization in Lahu (Lahaussois 2002) (4) Complementation in Lahu (Lahaussois 2002) Page 2 of 16 Recast in this NMLZ-based perspective (Shibatani 2008 (Shibatani , 2009 ), cases in (1) through (4) are then considered different reifications of nominalization, and can be termed "referring use of argument NMLZ", "restricting use of argument NMLZ", "relational NMLZ", and "event NMLZ" respectively.
Reference vis-à-vis denotation
Reference is "the name of the act by which a speaker refers to a referent" whereas denotation is "the class of possible objects, situations, etc. to which the word can refer." (Riemer 2010: 19) Reference is about the relationship between an expression and a possible-world referent in a particular context whereas denotation deals with the relationship between an expression and a set of referents to which that expression can successfully refer under all circumstances (Lyons 1995) .
Take -m in Qiang for instance. The morpheme creates expressions that have denotations of their own in both (1) and (2). However, while the created expression in (1) refers to a particular entity (hence "the referring use"), the one in (2) does not. The created expression simply restricts the denotation of a juxtaposed head noun to a subset by its own denotation (hence "the restricting use"), and it is the intersecting denotations of both the created expression and the head noun that help identify a referent.
Focus system in Austronesian (AN) languages
Austronesian languages are famous for the Focus (capitalized to be distinguished from pragmatic focus; also called voice) system, which is essentially a set of affixes on the verb that are indicative of the participant role of a syntactically privileged argument (called pivot, see Dixon (1994) for its justification). It is widely accepted that in Proto-AN there were four such affixes, reconstructed as *<um> for Actor Focus, *-en for Patient Focus, *-an for Locative Focus, and *Si-for Conveyance Focus (see Ross 2002) . While this four-way contrast of Focus morphology has been lost in numerous descendant languages, it is maintained in many of those spoken in the Philippines and Taiwan, as illustrated in Tagalog below.
Page 3 of 16 (5) Focus system in Tagalog (Kaufman 2009: 3) 
The issue in question
Owing to the Focus system, Austronesian languages in general make no morphological distinction between a verb and a nominalized expression based on that verb, a phenomenon which some scholars (see Starosta et al 1982 and Kaufman 2009 ) believe is the result of the erstwhile NMLZ morphology having been reanalyzed as verbal Focus morphology.
(6) NMLZ in Mayrinax Atayal (Shibatani 2009: 170; citing Huang 2002) However, in Kavalan (ISO ckv) and Amis (ISO ami) (both Austronesian spoken in Taiwan) there is a marker =ay that is emerging to take on the marking of nominalization as well as other functions. The presence of =ay in some cases distinguishes a nominalized expression from its base verb, as illustrated below. 'three children' The anterior/perfective overtone is arrived at through pragmatic inference rather than coded in the marker =ay itself since this "default" interpretation can be overridden by some future adverbials. 
Historical reconstructions
According to Reid (forthcoming), the "attributive ligature" in Proto-Malayo-Polynesian (PMP) was *na/*=n after vowels and *=a after consonants. In Ivatan and the other Bashiic languages, the reflex of this PMP ligature has been generalized to =a, regardless of the phonological environment where it occurs. In addition, the ligature is typically fused with any demonstrative that follows it, giving rise to forms like those in (32).
(32) a. Ivantan: N=aya (< a+ya) 'this N';
In Dupaningan Agta, the fusion of the ligature =a and a demonstrative is encliticized to a nominal and a verbal alike, as in (33). 'That ripe one is tastier than an unripe one.' (Robinson 2008: 78) In light of the development in the Philippine languages, Kavalan and Amis might have undergone a similar development, whereby the fusion of the ligature =a and a following element gave rise to the nominalization function of =ay, probably in a context like (33b), that is, from "that V-ing one" to "the one who Vs".
Amis still uses the ligature a productively in various attributive constructions. The case in Kavalan, though, is less straightforward since the ligature is no longer present in almost all cases. However, Kavalan does preserve the ligature =a (as an enclitics) in one particular attributive construction, where the modifier is a demonstrative and the modifiee a noun, as in sunis=a zau/yau 'child=LIG this/that' meaning "this/that child".
Synchronic bridging contexts
The link between entity-denoting and non-entity-denoting functions of =ay can be found In terms of entity-denoting functions, Kavalan =ay seems to be more grammaticalized than Amis =ay because the former is permitted to (i) collocate with more verbal classes and (ii) cliticize on constituents of larger unit (more on this below). The marker =ay illustrates two major types of functions: entity-denoting and non-entity-denoting. For the entity-denoting function, a verb cliticized by =ay denotes the pivot argument in the argument structure of that verb, whose participant role can be actor/agent or patient/undergoer, depending on verb classes. For the non-entity-denoting function, the marker =ay adds emphatic or anterior/perfective implications to the predication.
It is argued that the non-entity-denoting function is related to, or even the grammaticalization of, the entity-denoting function. Supporting pieces of evidence are drawn from typological generalizations, historical reconstructions, and synchronic overlapping of the two functions.
Once the link between the two types of functions is established, we might as well think of non-entity-denoting =ay as an epistemic modality maker that conveys the speaker's strong commitment to a proposition. Its emphatic reading is then a natural result of higher degree of speaker's commitment. And its anterior/perfective reading is most likely arrived at through pragmatic inferences based on presuppositions that are often associated with nominalizations. Thus, we have the advantage of conceptualizing =ay as the nexus of nominalization and evidentiality/epistemicity, the connection of which is crosslinguistically attested (e.g. Aikhenvald 2004 ).
Finally, while Kavalan =ay is more grammaticalized in terms of nominalization (or the entity-denoting function), Amis =ay is more grammaticalized in terms of evidentiality/epistemicity (or the non-entity-denoting function). This suggests languages that share the same source and target domain in a grammaticalization process may end up developing different degrees of grammaticalization in different domains.
